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not say a single word in their resolution about this  most important starting point in the political education and organization of the working class. The Minority, on the other hand, drew up  a very weighty resolution." With regard to the liberals, both factions, he says, are unanimous, but the Third  Congress ''repeats almost word for  word Ple-khanov's resolution on the attitude towards the liberals adopted at the Second Congress and rejects Starover's resolution adopted by the sam* Congress, which was more favourably inclined towards the liberals." Although the Congress and the Conference resolutions on the peasant movement coincide on the whole, "the 'Majority' lays more emphasis on the idea of the revolutionary confiscation of the landlords' estates and other land,  while "the 'Minority' wants to make  the demand foi democratic state and administrative reforms the basis of its agitation." Finally, the Osvobozhdeniye cites from ithe Iskra, No. 100, a Men-shevik resolution, the main clause of which reads as follows: "In view of the fact that at the present time underground work alone does not secure adequate participation of the masses in Party life and in some degree leads to the masses as such being contrasted to the Parly as an illegal organization, the latter must assume leadership of the trade union struggle of the workers on a legal basis, strictly linking up this struggle with the Social-Democratic tasks." Commenting on this  resolution   the Osvobozhdeniye   exclaims:  "We   heartily   welcome   this resolution as a triumph of common sense, as  evidence that a definite section  of the Social-Democratic Party is beginning to  see the light with regard to tactics."
The reader now has ibefore him all the essential opinions of the Osvobozhdeniye. It would, of course, foe tfbe greatest mistake to regard these opinions as correct in the sense that they correspond to objective truth. Every Social-Democrat will easily detect mistakesi in them at every step. It would be naive to forget that these opinions are thoroughly permeated with, the interests and the points of view of the liberal bourgeoisie, and that accordingly they are utterly hiassed and tendentious. They reflect the views of the Social-Democrats in the same way as objects are reflected in a concave or convex mirror. But it would-be an even greater mistake to forget that in the final analysis -these bourgeois-distorted opinions reflect the real interests of the bourgeoisie, which, as a class, undoubtedly understands correctly which trends in Social-Democracy are advantageous, close,